You did not refute anything, the Qu'ran 2:106 funny thing you mention this verse. Says Qu'ran is not abrogated, duh! Says Qu'ran is amended. Yet you are showing non-similar verses not being the same, no kidding?

Funny you brought up Qu'ran 2:190 also. Did you read Qu'ran 9:123?

"O you who have believed, fight those adjacent to you of the disbelievers and let them find in you harshness. And know that Allah is with the righteous."

That definitely is an amendment to 2:190. And by following Qu'ran 2:106 Muslims are to start fights with those infidels near them, but within limits that satisfy Allah and they will find harsh. Whatever limits those are.

Nice propaganda piece, but you failed. Less..
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it is referring to the disbelievers that are at war with Muslims, as it clearly says FIGHT AGAINST THOSE WHO FIGHT/ATTACK YOU

so Jihad is self defense and Muslims in general believe this to be the case. The scholars who say Jihad can be offensive are ironically often scholars who are working for the governments such as the Saudis who are controlled by the United States, which is ironic and suspicious to say the least.

Even many scholars who believe the verses abrogate eachother still say that Jihad is defensive because the Quran and the Hadith make it very clear

but even those who wrongly say Jihad is offensive still say that its offensive against the military not non-combatants, but they are even wrong about that as I explained on the video Less..
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So a latter verse telling Muslims to attack those near you is only in defense? That totally goes against Qu'ran 2:106, since there is nothing that makes you believe Qu'ran 9:123 is in defense. 

Actually its the latter. In Qu'ran 9:103 Muhammad instructs his follower to steal the wealth from the infidel and pray for them. You expect people not to fight bands of thieves?

If you follow the Sunnah and the Hadith, you will find that is exactly what Muhammad had done. He used his followers to attack and pillage infidel settlements and caravans. He used their wealth to fund his army of thieves. Hardly self defense. Less..
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The problem is you are ASSUMING that the Quran is contradicting itself and you base your entire argument based on this assumption

You need to read Surah 9 in FULL to understand it, not take verses out of context and then assuming that they contradict eachother.

Read verse 13 of Surah 9 and you will see that it says:
"will you not fight a people who broke their oaths and aimed at the expulsion of the Messenger, and they attacked you first"

So if you read the Surah in context its clearly referring to those infidels who attacked the Muslims first

The Quran also says there are no contradictions in it, so interpreting the verses in a contradictory manner is obviously wrong and no one who truly believes in the Quran would do that

The Quran actually warns about those who break it into parts

The excuse of abrogation is used by both the extremists and the pro-west liberals and Sufis

They are both wrong and they both base their wrong beliefs on misinterpreting the concept of abrogation Less..
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Did you not read Qu'ran 9:5?

"So when the sacred months have passed away, then slay the idolaters wherever you find them, and take them captives and besiege them and lie in wait for them in every ambush, then if they repent and keep up prayer and pay the Zakat, leave their way free to them; surely Allah is Forgiving, Merciful."

Ambush is not defense.

Did you not read Qu'ran 9:12?

"And if they break their oaths after their agreement and (openly) revile your religion, then fight the leaders of unbelief-- surely their oaths are nothing-- so that they may desist."

What is being said is Muslims are to attack the leadership, the chiefs, the priests, those that speak out against Islam and Muhammad.

Most of this section is about destruction of infidel leadership, conversion, and scare tactics to ensure people pay Zakat. Conversion and Zakat assured Muhammad soldiers and money to fund his war. Less..
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lol I cant believe you still insist on quoting verses from Surah 9 out of context. You are actually quoting verses 5 and 12 but completely ignore verse 13

Who says Ambush cant be defense? Ambushing the invaders is defense, defense doesnt mean that you just sit somewhere and wait for someone to jump on you, lol

All you need to know is actually read all the verses instead of quoting 1 or 2 verses entirely out of context

And no Muslims are not ordered to kill priests, on the contrary it is specifically stated in many Islamic books that women, children, old men and priests who just pray cant be killed 

The only exception are those priests who declare war on the Muslims (such as during the Crusades)

And the verse doesnt say "attack the people who speak against Islam" it says those who BROKE THEIR OATH. Do you know what that means? It means those who broke their peace treaty with the Muslims, in other words those who attacked the Muslims FIRST and the next verse clearly says THEY ATTACKED YOU FIRST as I mentioned on my last post Less..
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"lol I cant believe you still insist on quoting verses from Surah 9 out of context. You are actually quoting verses 5 and 12 but completely ignore verse 13"

It is made of questions, not a statement!

The answer is:

"But Allah has more right that you should fear Him, if you are truly believers."

In other words, do not attack the Meccans cause Allah said so. Has nothing to do with infidels other than the Meccans who broke the agreement and exiled Muhammad from Mecca. The forces in Mecca at the time would have slaughtered Muhammad's army, that is why they were 'divined' not to attack the Meccans.

Two words, Sunnah and Hadith!!!!

Get in the context!!!!

You are reading the Qu'ran without context and reading everything literally. Until you do read everything in context you will always be wrong. Less..
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I dont even know what youre arguing about. Youre the one reading the verses clearly out of context.

It never says "dont attack the meccans" it says FIGHT THOSE WHO FIGHT YOU BUT DONT TRANSGRESS and says WILL YOU NOT FIGHT THEM EVEN THOUGH THEY ATTACKED YOU FIRST...etc.

nothing to do with Meccah/Makkah or any city. Youre confusing the verses. What the Quran says about Makkah is that its holy ground and you shouldnt fight there unless they attack you there as well
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